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THE BIOGRAPHIES OF P.OXY. 1800 (FGRHIST 1139)
For the upcoming volume of Jacoby’s Fragmente der griechischen Historiker continued, vol. IV.A, fasc. 8 
on anonymous biography, Chiara Meccariello and I have prepared a new edition of P.Oxy. XV 1800, soon 
to be published as FGrHist 1139.1 In this article I present the most remarkable fi ndings that emerged from 
my part of the work on the papyrus. In the course of the re-examination, I discovered a number of unpub-
lished fragments in the frames, some of which could be connected to published material. In addition, I was 
able to align and connect published fragments on the basis of fi bres. The present article discusses new dis-
coveries in the Lives of Simonides, Thrasyboulus, and Hyperides, as well as a possible fragment from the 
Life of Alcaeus, which had not yet been identifi ed.
P.Oxy. 1800 is a papyrus roll2 containing remains of biographies of various historical and mythical fi gures, 
including the poets Sappho, Simonides, and perhaps Alcaeus, the fabulist Aesop, the historian Thucydides, 
the orators Demosthenes, Aischines, Hypereides and perhaps Lysias, the politician Thrasyboulus and the 
mythical characters Leukokomas and Abderos.
Hunt despaired of establishing an ordering principle in the organisation of the Lives.3 Diffi cult jux-
tapositions are Hypereides right before Leukokomas, and Thucydides next to Aesop. Lamedica likewise 
believes that no ordering principle is likely to be gleaned from the fragments, except that all Lives end in 
an abnormal death, with the exception of Simonides.4 Crönert points out the link between Aesop and Sap-
pho (through Rhodopis), but we have no reason to assume that the Life of Sappho was near that of Aesop.5 
Calderini tentatively proposes that there may be smaller groupings of people, perhaps in the format of 
parallel Lives.6 The combinations he points out are Sappho – Simonides and Demosthenes – Aischines. 
The new arrangement of frr. 4, 6, and 8 demonstrates that the Lives of Thrasyboulus and Hypereides were 
contiguous; two people known primarily as overthrowers of tyrants. The work on frr. 2 and 3 has led us to 
conclude that at least one column intervened between the two (as Hunt believed as well), and as a result it 
is unlikely that fr. 3 preserves the end of the Life of Thucydides. This allows for an intervening biography 
between that of Thucydides and Demosthenes, perhaps the thematical counterpoint to the Life of the histo-
rian. As a result, no juxtapositions remain that cannot be explained by a local thematic link: Alcaeus (?) – 
Sappho – Simonides, ? – Aesop, Thucydides – ?, Demosthenes – Aeschines, Thrasyboulus – Hypereides, 
Leukokomas – ?. Beyond these local connections, however, no overarching ordering principle can be estab-
lished on the basis of our limited material. See the concluding remarks for some considerations about the 
possible function of this set of biographies.
(1) Life of Simonides (P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 1 col ii)
Towards the end of the small extant passage from the Life of Simonides, the presence of the number 24 
(κδ̅ )̅ strongly suggests that something is being said about the alphabet, with whose invention Simonides is 
1 The fragments published here were my responsibility, and the research presented is my own, but it has benefi ted con-
siderably from the comments and ideas of Chiara Meccariello. In addition, I thank Peter Parsons, James Brusuelas, and Stefan 
Schorn for their valuable input, and Daniela Colomo for undertaking conservation and sharing her ideas. The digital images 
are courtesy of the EES and I would like to thank them especially for allowing me to include the unpublished fragments in this 
article. This publication was written during the tenure of a Veni grant funded by the Netherlands Organisation for Scientifi c 
Research (NWO), project number 275-30-038.
2 For an extensive description of the papyrus and the hand, I refer the reader to the introduction of FGrHist 1139.
3 Hunt (1922: 137): ‘no intelligible principle seems to have guided the compiler either in the choice of his characters or 
their grouping’.
4 Lamedica (1985: 56).
5 Crönert (1922: 425).
6 Calderini (1922: 261–262).
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sometimes credited. Below is the text published by Hunt and accepted by all later editions, with the sole 
addition of accents and breathings. 
   προϲεύρ ε ι [ν δέ φα-
  ϲι ν  [αὐ]τόν τινεϲ καὶ δ   ̣ [  ̣  ̣  ̣
 20 κ ε[  ̣  ̣  ]̣ο ϲτον τῶν κδ̅ ̅ ἀπ [  ̣  ̣
  τ  ̣[  ̣  ]̣  ̣  ̣ ε υ   [̣  ]̣  η̣ϲ α ϲ [  ]̣εν [  ̣  ̣
    ̣[
As Hunt notes, the traces after δ in l. 19 do not allow *διπ[λᾶ. Even if they did, there would be no space 
for [ϲτοι] at the end of the line, which Hunt therefore dismisses as a supplement in line 19.7 Hunt was on the 
right track, however, and we can in fact supplement ϲ τ [οι]|χ ε[ῖα]. This may appear to leave the δ stranded, 
but not if we read it as δ,̅ the numeral. The line that would in that case have been over the δ (cf. l. 20 κδ̅ )̅ 
falls exactly in the lacuna. Whereas Hunt was looking for supplements to express that Simonides invented 
two letters, as part of the tradition has it,8 in Plutarch (Quaest. Conv. 738f) and Pliny9 he is said to have 
introduced four letters; this matches the report in the Suda σ 439, s.v. Σιμωνίδηϲ, although the sources do 
not agree about which four letters he introduced.10
Filling in πρ]ὸ ϲ τὸν in the remainder of the lacuna at the start of l. 20, the problem is what follows after 
α at the end of line 20. The trace most naturally resembles γ or π, but it is hard to come up with a masculine 
singular noun in the accusative (τόν) that would fi t the line end. So we must consider that a longer masculine 
accusative singular is hiding in 20–21 ἀ  [̣  ̣  ]̣|τ  [̣  ̣  ̣  ]̣ν . Of the letter following τ, only the tip of an appar-
ent upright remains, suggesting e.g. η or ι. A philologically and palaeographically attractive supplement 
is ἀπ[αρ]|τι [ϲμό]ν, ‘completion’.11 For this kind of use of ἀπαρτιϲμόϲ, see e.g. Eust. Comm. Il. 1.44 πρὸϲ 
δακτύλου ἀπαρτιϲμόν. The resulting text reads:
          προϲεύρ ε ι [ν δέ φα-
  ϲι ν  [αὐ]τόν τινεϲ καὶ δ̅ ϲ τ [οι-
 20 χ ε[ῖα πρ]ὸ ϲ τὸν τῶν κδ̅ ̅ ἀπ [αρ-
  τι [ϲμό]ν . ε υ   [̣  ]̣  η̣  ̣  ε̣ [  ̣ ]ε ν [   
    ̣[
‘And some say that he further also invented four letters to the [completion] of the twenty-four. 
[…]’
7 Hunt (1922: 147); in the commentary he allowed that both κε[ and χε[ could be read at the start of line 20, although he 
printed κ ε[ in his text.
8 [Theodosius] Peri Grammatikes (p. 3 Göttling) ἀπὸ μὲν γὰρ τῶν μακρῶν οὐκ ἤρξατο, ὅτι ὁ Κεῖοϲ Σιμωνίδηϲ ὕϲτερον 
τοῦ Παλαμήδουϲ ἐφεῦρεν αὐτά, Tz. Chil. 5.8 τὰ ἄλλα ὕϲτερον ἐφευρέθηϲαν παρὰ μὲν Σιμωνίδου, τὸ ἧτα λέγω καὶ τὸ ω, ἃ 
καὶ μακρὰ καλοῦμεν; some doubt about the identifi cation of this inventor is expressed in Tz. Chil. 12.398 τοῦ ἦτα πάλιν καὶ 
τοῦ ω, τῶν δύο μακρῶν λέγω, τὸν Σιμωνίδην λέγουϲιν ἐφευρετὴν ὑπάρχειν, εἴτε τὸν τοῦ Ἀμόργου δὲ τὸν Σάμιον ἐκεῖνον, 
εἴτε τὸν Λεωπρέπεοϲ τὸν Κεῖον, οὐ γινώϲκω. 
9 Plin. H.N. 7.192 attulisse e Phoenice Cadmum sedecim numero, quibus Troiano bello Palameden adiecisse quattuor 
hac fi gura ΖΨΦΧ, totidem post eum Simonidem melicum, ΥΞΩΘ; cf. An. Ox. 4.319.29–31 (η, ω, ζ, ψ) and 4.400.12–15 (η, ϲ, 
υ, ω). In all these texts, the strings of letters have been corrupted in transmission and subsequently heavily emended, so they 
carry little evidential value.
10 Suda σ 439, s.v. Σιμωνίδηϲ claims that Simonides invented the long letters (Η and Ω) and the double letters (Ξ and 
Ψ). Whichever letters originally stood in Pliny’s text, they may have had some support from Aristotle, since Plin. H.N. 7.192 
continues: Aristoteles decem et octo priscas fuisse et duas ab Epicharmo additas ΨΖ quam a Palamede mavolt. This may 
suggest that although Aristotle’s account differs from the one Pliny gives as concerns Palamedes’ contribution, it does not do 
so as far as Simonides is concerned.
11 The supplements given in lines 19–21 were the results of my editorial work. After proposing this reading, however, 
I uncovered the letter of Schmidt to Hunt, dated 24th of January 1924, in Hunt’s own copy of volume XV of The Oxyrhynchus 
Papyri, which is kept in the Papyrology Rooms of the Sackler Library in Oxford. In this letter, later published in Göttingische 
gelehrte Anzeigen, Schmidt proposes exactly the same supplements for this passage, and he is therefore credited in the appa-
ratus of FGrHist 1139 F 1.
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In this reading, our text becomes a further early testimony to the tradition that Simonides introduced four 
new letters to the alphabet. It may suggest that these claims go back to a certain common source, perhaps 
in Simonides’ poetry. 
In l. 21, the traces suggest εὑρ [ε]τ ὴϲ  δ ὲ  [γ]ε ν [όμε]|ν [οϲ] or δ ᾽ ἐ [γ]°ν [ετο. If the former, the following sec-
tion may have told a story connected to Simonides’ invention of these four letters. If the latter, it may have 
gone on to discuss yet another invention attributed to Simonides, e.g. the third note of the lyre.12
(2) Life of Alcaeus? (P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 21 + unpublished fr. C)
These small fragments may be connected on the basis of appearance, horizontal fi bres, and text. The space 
after φυ in l. 4 and the smaller size of the fi nal ϲ in l. 2 show that these are line-ends; the number of extant 
letters and their alignment suggest that about 1 letter is missing on the left. The text below differs from that 
given in FGrHist 1139 in that I have integrated the supplements suggested in the commentary there.
  .  . . . .
          πα]ρ [α-
  ϲ]κ ευ αϲάμεν[οϲ κα]ὶ   ̣  ̣  ̣  ε̣υϲαϲ  [
  α]ὑτὸν περιεγ ένετο καὶ ἀν∞[λ-
  θ]εν· δευτέρα[ϲ] δ [ὲ] λαβὼν φυ-
 5 γ]ῆϲ πεῖρ [αν
     ]̣π ο τ [
     ]̣  ̣  ̣  ̣  [̣
  .  . . . .
‘Having prepared, and trusting(?) in himself, he survived and returned. Having experienced a 
second exile …᾽
The minute traces in l. 2 do not obviously match a word like πιϲτεύϲαϲ, but the fi bres are quite damaged 
and displaced. This reading points to Alcaeus as the subject of this life, whose second exile is also mentio-
ned in P.Oxy. XXIX 2506 fr. 98, ll. 4–5: δευτέραν (…) φυγήν.13 To fi nd a Life of Alcaeus in this collec-
tion would not be surprising given the presence of the biographies of Sappho and Simonides in fr. 1. The 
identifi cation of these fragments as concerning Alcaeus is further supported by the possibility that these 
fragments match the dimensions of fr. 1 col. i. The vertical fi bres appear to align with those in fr. 1; one 
vertical cut about four letters from the left margin is especially suggestive (see fi gure 1). It would not cause 
any surprise if the Life immediately preceding that of Sappho was that of Alcaeus. If the fragment is to be 
placed there, this passage would probably belong in the latter part of Alcaeus’ biography. 
(3) Life of Thrasyboulus (P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 4 + 5 + unpublished fr. A + 6 + 7 + 10 + 8)
Hunt aligned fr. 5 on the basis of Thrasyboulus’ name in fr. 4 l. 8. In the process of re-editing, unpublished 
fr. A has been placed under fr. 4 and to the left of fr. 5, so that it supplies more of ll. 10 and 11, and adds 
traces of fi ve additional lines.
Although fr. 6 also concerns Thrasyboulus, the look of the verso does not offer any clear continuing 
vertical fi bres. Since fr. 4 represents the top of a column, however, we may yet suppose that it is part of the 
same column as 6, perhaps quite far down. Alternatively, fr. 6 would be the immediately subsequent col-
umn, but this would presuppose a very long biography of Thrasyboulus.14 See the commentary ad 15 below 
for a philological argument that the distance between frr. 4 and 6 cannot have been very great, suggesting 
that they formed part of the same column. 
12 Suda σ 439, s.v. Σιμωνίδηϲ: καὶ τῇ λύρᾳ τὸν τρίτον φθόγγον; cf. West (1992: 344).
13 For this passage in P.Oxy. 2506, see Barner (1967: 16–18).
14 We would have to assume at least 46 lines in the column of fr. 4 plus more than 20 lines in the column of fr. 6, since 
its top margin is not preserved.
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Horizontal fi bres continue from fr. 6 to fr. 8, and since there is a kollesis near the right edge of fr. 8,15 
this fragment must have come to the right of fr. 6. See fi gure 2 for the new arrangement. The resulting 
aligned fragments give two columns containing the end of one unidentifi ed biography and the start of Thra-
syboulus’ Life in col. i, and the continuation of that Life followed by the beginning of the Life of Hypereides 
in col. ii. From fr. 6 onwards, numbering is between brackets, since the vertical distance to fr. 4, and hence 
to the top of the column, cannot be established. If the columns are contiguous, as I believe, there will have 
been approximately 33 lines lost between col. i, l. (36) and col. ii, l. (18).
 col. i
 ``````````[περὶ] Θραϲυβ[ούλου]
        Θρα [ϲύβο]υλοϲ παῖ[ϲ μὲν ἦν Λύ-
 κου, τὸ δὲ γ]ένο ϲ Ἀθη[ναῖοϲ,
10 Στ]ε ι [ριε]ὺ [ϲ] δὲ τῶν δ ή[μων. ὢν
 δ᾽ ἀ]νὴρ φιλ ό πατ[ριϲ ἐγένετο
 [] ϲτρατηγ [ὸϲ τῶν Ἀθηναίων (?)
   ̣  ̣]ι ϲτηϲ [
 Λ]ακεδαιμ[ον
15 τ]ῶν τριά[κοντα 
   ̣  ̣]ω ν[
 .  . . . .
 [c. 1–16 lines lost]
 .  . . . .
       Θ]ρα [ϲύ]β ο υ [λο]ϲ  [κα]ὶ  [
 οἱ ϲὺ]ν  αὐτῶι ἀπὸ Φυλ[ῆ]ϲ
 κατάγο]υϲι τὸν δῆμον· ὡϲ
(20) δὲ κατε]λ ύθηϲαν οἱ τριά-
 κοντα] ἔ γραψεν ψήφιϲμα
 Θραϲύβ]ουλοϲ μεταδιδοὺϲ
 αὐτοῖϲ] τῆϲ πολιτείαϲ. ἀ-
 προβου]λεύτου δὲ τοῦ ψη-
(25) φίϲματοϲ] γεναμένου οὐ   
 κῦροϲ ἦν τ]∞ϲ  τιμῆϲ. ὁ δὲ πάν-
 ταϲ προκρ]ί ναϲ ἀγαπῆ-
 ϲα]ι  ἔ λεγ [εν] ἐ ν τοῖϲ δικα->
 ϲτ]ηρίο[ιϲ ὡ]ϲ κινδυνεύ-
(30) ϲο]ι  ε   ̣  [̣  ̣  ̣  ̣  ̣  ]̣ ὡϲ δ᾽ ἐκωλυ-
   ]ι ψηφι ϲ μ α 
         ]εδίδου
     ]α νον τῆϲ
     ]ϲθανων
(35)     ]ϲπαρα
     ]υϲ  ̣  ̣  [̣
 .  . . . .
col. ii
 .  . . . .
 [    ````]  ̣  η̣ι
 [                   ]ηδε
 [               ]ϲ θετα
 [                  ]οιϲιν
 [                 ``````````]απο
 [              ```````````]οϲχα
 [            `````````` ]  τ̣ουϲ
 [             ```````]  ̣ περ αὐ-
 [τ-          ``````````````````]ν Ἀθηναί-
 [        ````````] ἀναχθε [ὶ]ϲ
 δ[           `````````]  α̣ν προϲ
 α[           ````````] μ ετὰ τὸν
 [             ````````````]α νατον
 [       `````````````ἀπ]ώλετ[ο]
 [>]  
col. i 10–11 ὢν] | [δ᾽  ἀ]νὴρ φιλ ό πατ[ριϲ De Kreij : λ ε  πατ[ Hunt    11–15 suppl. De Kreij      (17)–
(18) Θ]ρα [ϲύ]β ο υ [λο]ϲ  [κα]ὶ  | οἱ ϲὺ]ν  De Kreij : ϲυ]ν Hunt    (19) καταγο]υϲι Hunt    (20) δε κατε]λ υθηϲαν 
Hunt     (23) αυτοιϲ Hunt dubitanter : πᾶϲιν Schmidt    (26) κῦροϲ ἦν τ]ῆϲ Schmidt : -κ ετυχον τ]η ϲ  Hunt dubi-
15 Ed. pr. suggests that the top margin of the column is extant, with   ̣θεωϲ (fr. 8, col. ii, l. 2) on the top line. However, a clear 
trace of the fi rst letter of the preceding line of col. ii is visible, and as a result we cannot establish where the top margin was.
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tanter    (26)–(30) παν|[ταϲ προκρ]ί ναϲ ἀγαπῆ|[ϲα]ι  De Kreij : πάν|[ταϲ ἐξονόμ]η ναϲ ἀγαπη|[τῶ]ϲ ἔλεγ [εν] ἐ ν 
τοῖϲ δικα|[ϲτ]ηρίο[ιϲ ὡ]ϲ κινδυνεύ|[ϲο]ι  μ ετ᾽ [αὐτῶν] Schmidt    (28) [ϲα]ϲ  ε λη [ Hunt    col. ii (26)–(27) τω]ν 
Αθηναι|[ων] Hunt    (31) ἀπ]ώλετ[ο] De Kreij : απ]ωλεϲ[  ̣  ̣] Hunt
‘[On] Thrasyboulus
Thrasyboulus was a son [of Lykos], of Athenian descent, from the deme of Steiria. [Being] 
a patriotic man, he [became] a strategos [of the Athenians?] […] Lakedaimonians […] of the 
Thirty
[…]
[unknown number of lines lost]
Thrasyboulus and those with him led the people down from Phyle. When the Thirty had 
been dispelled, Thrasyboulus wrote a decree conferring the citizenship to [them]. Since the 
decree was unlawful, however, the honour [was not ratifi ed]. But he, [preferring] to welcome 
them all warmly, said in the law courts that it may […]. And when […] stopped […] decree […] 
gave […]
[c. 33 lines lost]
[…] of the Athenians […] having set out […] toward […] after the […] died.’
Commentary
These fragments of P.Oxy. 1800 contain the only papyrus biography of Thrasyboulus. One other biography 
is extant, a short Latin Life by Cornelius Nepos. For his political and military career, there is evidence from 
contemporary orators and Xenophon. The new fragment shows that right from the beginning the biography 
focuses on Thrasyboulus’ life after the events of 404 BC. This aligns with the fact that from other sources 
too we hear little about his early life.
Col. i
7 [περὶ] Θραϲυβ[ούλου] Thrasyboulus lived from c. 445–389 BC.16 Little is known of his personal life, and 
we have only limited knowledge of his activities before the end of the Peloponnesian war.17
11 ἀ]νὴρ φιλ ό πατ[ριϲ Cf. Nep. Thras. 1 neminem huic praefero … in patriam amore, and especially the 
scholion to Aristoph. Pl. 1146 Θραϲύβουλόϲ τιϲ Ἀθηναῖοϲ φιλόπατριϲ.18 For this mention of a character 
trait right at the beginning, cf. P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 1 col. ii, l. 12–13 (on Simonides’ greed for money) and fr. 8 
col. ii, ll. 19–20 (on Leukokomas’ appearance).
15 τ]ῶν τριά[κοντα E.g. τὴν | τ]ῶν τριά[κοντα ἀρχήν ‘the reign of the Thirty’. Cf. [Plu.] X Or. 834f τῶν 
τριάκοντα τὴν ἀρχήν, Paus. 9.32.8, Poll. 8.100 τὴν τῶν τριάκοντα ὀλιγαρχίαν, Ael. VH 2.11, and the scho-
lion to Aeschin. 3.181.
In 404 BC, Thrasyboulus opposed the thirty oligarchs set up in Athens by Sparta. The mention of the 
Thirty here suggests that the distance between fr. 4 and fr. 6, despite the material disparity, cannot have been 
too great. Diod. 14.32 may offer us an idea of what would have stood in the missing lines: Θραϲύβουλοϲ 
Στιριεὺϲ ὀνομαζόμενοϲ, ὢν Ἀθηναῖοϲ, ὑπὸ δὲ τῶν τριάκοντα πεφυγαδευμένοϲ, ϲυνεργούντων αὐτῷ 
λάθρᾳ τῶν Θηβαίων κατελάβετο τῆϲ Ἀττικῆϲ χωρίον ὀνομαζόμενον Φυλήν.
16 Buck (1998: 18).
17 For Thrasyboulus’ early military exploits, see Buck (1998: 19–60).
18 The full passage runs: ἡ ἱϲτορία, ὅπωϲ Λακεδαιμόνιοι Ἀθηναίοιϲ τριάκοντα τυράννουϲ κατέϲτηϲαν, Ἀθηναίουϲ 
ὄνταϲ καὶ αὐτούϲ· οἳ τοὺϲ Ἀθηναίουϲ κακῶϲ ἐποίουν τοὺϲ ὁμοφύλουϲ καὶ ϲυμπολίταϲ. ἀλλὰ Θραϲύβουλόϲ τιϲ Ἀθηναῖοϲ 
φιλόπατριϲ καὶ μιϲοτύραννοϲ Φυλὴν κατέλαβε χωρίον τῆϲ Ἀττικῆϲ μετὰ ὀκτακοϲίων ἀνδρῶν, καὶ ϲυμβαλὼν τοῖϲ τριάκον-
τα καὶ τοῖϲ μετ’ αὐτῶν νικᾷ τε αὐτοὺϲ καὶ τὴν πόλιν τῆϲ τυραννίδοϲ ἠλευθέρωϲεν.
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(18) ἀπὸ Φυλ[ῆ]ϲ The biographer keeps this episode, which elsewhere is set out at length,19 quite short.20 
Thrasyboulus came from Thebes to take the Attic border fortress of Phyle with 70 men.21 Over time, more 
people fl ocked to his banner, and with this force he took Peiraieus and later beat the forces of the Thirty. 
In time, the Spartan general Pausanias came to aid the Thirty, and after narrowly beating Thrasyboulus 
allowed the Thirty to be exiled. An alternative version is known from Cornelius Nepos.
There is a clear pattern in the wording of this episode in the different sources, ἀπὸ Φυλῆϲ, κατάγω, 
οἱ ϲὺν αὐτῶι, and καταλύω return in a majority of sources. Especially close to our life is the scholion to 
Aeschin. (Ktes.) 3.181: νοεῖται δὲ ὁ Θραϲύβουλοϲ καὶ οἱ ϲὺν αὐτῷ τὴν Φυλὴν καταλαβόντεϲ ἐπὶ τῷ τὸν 
δῆμον φυγόντα καταγαγεῖν καὶ τὴν τῶν τριάκοντα ἀρχὴν καταλύειν.22 
(21)–(23) ψήφιϲμα This law is discussed in Arist. Ath. Pol. 40.2. There it is stated that Thrasyboulus gave 
citizenship to the ξένοι and metics who helped liberate Athens: καὶ μετὰ ταῦτα γραψάμενοϲ τὸ ψήφιϲμα 
τὸ Θραϲυβούλου παρανόμων, ἐν ᾧ μετεδίδου τῆϲ πολιτείαϲ πᾶϲι τοῖϲ ἐκ Πειραιέωϲ ϲυγκατελθοῦϲι. 
Xenophon (Hell. 2.4) speaks of ἰϲοτέλεια.23 In Lys. fr. 22 (52c) Carey, the issue is discussed with particu-
lar reference to Lysias: Θραϲύβουλοϲ ὁ Στειριεὺϲ (…) ἔγραψε ψήφιϲμα δοθῆναι πολιτείαν ⟨Λυϲίᾳ τῷ⟩ 
Κεφάλου τῷ ῥήτορι πολλὰ εὐεργετήϲαντι τοὺϲ εἰϲ Φυλὴν καταφυγόνταϲ. Cf. Nep. Thras. 3 cum pluri-
mum in civitate posset.
(23)–(24) ἀ|[προβου]λεύτου Thrasyboulus’ law was countered by Archinus, on the basis that Thrasybou-
lus had not gone through the proper protocol.24 For this he was indicted and fi ned one drachm, see Aesch. 
3.195 and Lys. fr. 22 (52c) τοῦτο τὸ ψήφιϲμα ἐγράψατο παρανόμων Ἀρχῖνοϲ ὁ ἐκ Κοίληϲ καὶ εἷλε, καὶ 
ἐτίμηϲαν τῷ Θραϲυβούλῳ οἱ δικαϲταὶ δραχμῆϲ μιᾶϲ. ὁ δὲ ἐν τῇ τιμήϲει παρελθών κτλ.
(25) γεναμένου l. γενομένου Cf. P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 2, l. 42 where the weak aorist ending, frequent from the 
second century onwards,25 is changed to the correct Attic form. 
(26)–(30) ὁ δὲ πάν|[ταϲ] … κινδυνεύ[ϲο]ι  The reconstruction is based in large part on the supplements 
proposed by Schmidt, who starts from the assumption that this passage concerns Thrasyboulus’ fi ght for 
citizenship or ἰϲοτέλεια for the ξένοι and metics who helped liberate Athens from the Thirty. Despite 
Archinus’ initial obstruction, the Athenians did in the end honour the non-Athenian allies of Thrasybou-
lus;26 this may have been explained in the following fragmentary lines. 
Another possibility is that the passage concerns the law or oath concerning μνηϲικακία. The story is 
that Thrasyboulus required an oath against μνηϲικακία of the people at this time,27 namely that no-one’s 
memory should be besmirched except that of the Thirty, the Ten that were set up briefl y after them, and 
19 Xen. Hell. 2.4, Ath. Pol. 37–40, Diod. 14.32–33, Nep. Thras. 2–3, Philost. VS. 1.16.
20 See Steinbock (2013: 236–237) on such summary descriptions of the event.
21 There was no certainty about the number: Xen. Hell. 2.4 gives 70, Paus. 1.29.3 gives 60, Nep. Thras. 2 gives 30, and the 
scholion to Aristoph. Pl. 1146 gives 80; cf. Steinbock (2013: 239).
22 Cf. Dem. (Fals.) 19.280 ἐκεῖνον τὸν Θραϲυβούλου τοῦ δημοτικοῦ καὶ τοῦ ἀπὸ Φυλῆϲ καταγαγόντοϲ τὸν δῆμον; 
Str. 9.1.17 p. C 396 Φυλὴ δὲ ὅθεν ἐπήγαγε τὸν δῆμον Θραϲύβουλοϲ εἰϲ Πειραιᾶ κἀκεῖθεν εἰϲ ἄϲτυ; Paus. 1.29.3 τυραννίδα 
γὰρ ἔπαυϲε τῶν τριάκοντα καλουμένων ϲὺν ἀνδράϲιν ἑξήκοντα τὸ κατ’ ἀρχὰϲ ὁρμηθεὶϲ ἐκ Θηβῶν and 9.11.6 on the statues 
erected for him and the other freedom fi ghters: Θραϲύβουλοϲ δὲ ὁ Λύκου καὶ Ἀθηναίων οἱ ϲὺν αὐτῷ τυραννίδα τὴν τῶν τρι-
άκοντα καταλύϲαντεϲ – ὁρμηθεῖϲι γάρ ϲφιϲιν ἐκ Θηβῶν ἐγένετο ἡ κάθοδοϲ – Ἀθηνᾶν καὶ Ἡρακλέα κολοϲϲοὺϲ ἐπὶ λίθου 
τύπου τοῦ Πεντελῆϲιν, ἔργα δὲ Ἀλκαμένουϲ, ἀνέθηκαν ἐϲ τὸ Ἡρακλεῖον; Plu. Lys. 27.4 ἀλλὰ Θραϲύβουλοϲ καὶ οἱ ϲὺν 
αὐτῷ Φυλὴν καταλαβόντεϲ ἐκ Θηβῶν ὡρμήθηϲαν; Plu. Glor. Ath. 349d ἡ δὲ Θραϲυβούλου κατάγει τὸν δῆμον ἀπὸ Φυλῆϲ 
ἐλεύθερον; Ath. Pol. 37 μετὰ δὲ ταῦτα καταλαβόντων τῶν ἀπὸ Φυλῆϲ τὴν Μουνιχίαν (…) τοὺϲ μὲν τριάκοντα κατέλυϲαν.
23 See Rhodes (1981: 474–478) for an overview of the confl icting evidence on the rewards for the liberators; cf. Steinbock 
(2013: 240–241).
24 See Buck (1998: 85) and Steinbock (2013: 240–241).
25 Gignac (1981: II, 344–345).
26 See the inscriptions Harding 1985 nn. 3 and 7 (= IG II2,10 and Raubitschek (1941: 284–295)); cf. Buck (1998: 84–86) 
and Steinbock (2013: 241–242).
27 See Buck (1998: 84) on the status of this proposal.
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the Eleven from Peiraieus. The phrasing of an oath is quoted in And. Myst. 90 φέρε δὴ τοίνυν, οἱ ὅρκοι 
ὑμῖν πῶϲ ἔχουϲιν; ὁ μὲν κοινὸϲ τῇ πόλει ἁπάϲῃ, ὃν ὀμωμόκατε πάντεϲ μετὰ τὰϲ διαλλαγάϲ, ‘καὶ οὐ 
μνηϲικακήϲω τῶν πολιτῶν οὐδενὶ πλὴν τῶν τριάκοντα ⟨καὶ τῶν δέκα⟩ καὶ τῶν ἕνδεκα· οὐδὲ τούτων 
ὃϲ ἂν ἐθέλῃ εὐθύναϲ διδόναι τῆϲ ἀρχῆϲ ἧϲ ἦρξεν’. Ὅπου τοίνυν αὐτοῖϲ τοῖϲ τριάκοντα ὤμνυτε μὴ 
μνηϲικακήϲειν, τοῖϲ μεγίϲτων κακῶν αἰτίοιϲ, εἰ διδοῖεν εὐθύναϲ, ἦ που ϲχολῇ τῶν γε ἄλλων πολιτῶν 
τινι ἠξιοῦτε μνηϲικακεῖν.28 Nepos speaks of a law in Thras. 3 Praeclarum hoc quoque Thrasybuli, quod 
reconciliata pace, cum plurimum in civitate posset, legem tulit ne quis ante actarum rerum accusaretur 
neve multaretur, eamque illi oblivionis appellarunt.
Col. ii
(21) ]οιϲιν ἄθρ]οιϲιν ‘collection’ is a likely supplement; according to the story told by Xenophon (see 
fn. 29), Thrasyboulus was in the Aegean in order to collect money for Athens just before his death. For this 
use of the term, cf. Thuc. 6.26.2 (not concerning Thrasyboulus) ἐϲ χρημάτων ἄθροιϲιν.
(27)–(31) ] ἀναχθε [ὶ]ϲ … ἀπ]ώλετ[ο After visiting Lesbos, Thrasyboulus took his ship up the Eurymedon 
river to Aspendos, where he raided the town and his soldiers laid waste to the land. In the night the disgrun-
tled men of Aspendos forced their way into to his camp and murdered Thrasyboulus in his tent.29 Consider 
the following exempli gratia supplements:
               ] ἀναχθε [ὶ]ϲ
  δ[ὲ ναυϲὶ τὴν ϲτρατε]ί αν πρὸϲ
  Ἄ[ϲπενδον ἤγαγεν, οὗ] μετὰ τὸν
 (30) τῶν αὐτοῦ φρουρῶν θ]ά νατον30
  αὐτὸϲ ἐν τῆι ϲκηνῆι ἀπ]ώλετ[ο.
‘Having set out with ships, he led the army to Aspendos, where after the death of his guards he 
himself died in his tent.’
For the wording in l. (31), compare fr. 8 col. ii, l. 11–12 αὐτὸϲ … [ἀπ]|ώλετο.
Although we cannot establish much of a pattern from the limited material, it would perhaps be surpris-
ing if the biography of Thrasyboulus ended right after his death. In the lives of Aesop, Demosthenes and 
Hypereides, it is mentioned how they were honoured after their death. Nepos reports (Thras. 4) that Thrasy-
boulus received an olive crown, but this happened after his overthrow of the Thirty, and would have been 
discussed earlier in the Life. Paus. 1.29.3 does mention the tomb of Thrasyboulus in the δημόϲιον ϲῆμα.31 
In other words, it is not beyond doubt that l. (31) represents the end of the Life, as I have reconstructed above. 
28 Cf. Ath. Pol. 40 ἐπεί τιϲ ἤρξατο τῶν κατεληλυθότων μνηϲικακεῖν, ἀπαγαγὼν τοῦτον ἐπὶ τὴν βουλὴν καὶ πείϲαϲ 
ἄκριτον ἀποκτεῖναι, λέγων ὅτι νῦν δείξουϲιν, εἰ βούλονται τὴν δημοκρατίαν ϲῴζειν καὶ τοῖϲ ὅρκοιϲ ἐμμένειν· ἀφένταϲ μὲν 
γὰρ τοῦτον προτρέψειν καὶ τοὺϲ ἄλλουϲ, ἐὰν δ’ ἀνέλωϲιν, παράδειγμα ποιήϲειν ἅπαϲιν. ὅπερ καὶ ϲυνέπεϲεν· ἀποθανόντοϲ 
γὰρ οὐδεὶϲ πώποτε ὕϲτερον ἐμνηϲικάκηϲεν; Xen Hell. 2.4.38 οἱ δὲ διήλλαξαν ἐφ’ ᾧτε εἰρήνην μὲν ἔχειν ὡϲ πρὸϲ ἀλλήλουϲ, 
ἀπιέναι δὲ ἐπὶ τὰ ἑαυτῶν ἕκαϲτον πλὴν τῶν τριάκοντα καὶ τῶν ἕνδεκα καὶ τῶν ἐν Πειραιεῖ ἀρξάντων δέκα.
29 Xen. Hell. 4.8.30 ὅπωϲ ⟨δ’⟩ ἂν καὶ ἐκεῖ ὡϲ ἐρρωμενέϲτατον τὸ ϲτράτευμα ποιήϲαιτο, ἐξ ἄλλων τε πόλεων ἠργυρο-
λόγει καὶ εἰϲ Ἄϲπενδον ἀφικόμενοϲ ὡρμίϲατο εἰϲ τὸν Εὐρυμέδοντα ποταμόν. ἤδη δ’ ἔχοντοϲ αὐτοῦ χρήματα παρὰ τῶν 
Ἀϲπενδίων, ἀδικηϲάντων τι ἐκ τῶν ἀγρῶν τῶν ϲτρατιωτῶν, ὀργιϲθέντεϲ οἱ Ἀϲπένδιοι τῆϲ νυκτὸϲ ἐπιπεϲόντεϲ κατακόπτουϲιν 
ἐν τῇ ϲκηνῇ αὐτόν. καὶ Θραϲύβουλοϲ μὲν δὴ μάλα δοκῶν ἀνὴρ ἀγαθὸϲ εἶναι οὕτωϲ ἐτελεύτηϲεν; cf. Diod. 14.99.4, who 
adds: γενομένηϲ δὲ νυκτὸϲ οἱ μὲν Ἀϲπένδιοι χαλεπῶϲ ἐνεγκόντεϲ ἐπὶ τοῖϲ ἀδικήμαϲιν ἐπέθεντο τοῖϲ Ἀθηναίοιϲ καὶ τόν τε 
Θραϲύβουλον καί τιναϲ τῶν ἄλλων ἀνεῖλαν.
30 Or ἀνὰ τὸν | [Εὐρυμέδοντα], though this is harder to integrate into a coherent reading.
31 See Steinbock (2013: 235 n. 72).
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(4) Life of Hypereides (P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 8)
The line numbering continues from the preceding Life.
col. i
(20)
(25)
(30)
  περὶ Ὑπερείδου ῥήτο]ροϲ
 Ὑπερείδηϲ τὸ μὲν γένοϲ ἦ]ν 
   Ἀθηναῖοϲ,       ]τα
(35)              ````]  ε̣
               ``` ]  >̣
 .  . . . .
col. ii
 .  . . . .
   ̣ [  ]  [̣  
   θ̣εωϲ  [̣ 
 εὐγενει α [(  )̣ , ὅτ’ ἐπολιόρκει
 ἡ Ἀθηναί[ων ϲτρατεία           
 Λαμίαν τῆϲ  [ Θεϲϲαλίαϲ. 
 ϲυνητύχηϲ[ε δ᾽ ὡϲ ϲυνερ-
 γὸϲ τῶι ∆ημο [ϲθένει καὶ  
 ὑπὸ Ἀντιπάτ[ρου ἐν τοῖϲ
 δέκα ῥήτορϲι [ ἐξηιτήθη.   c. 2–3
 τ᾽ ὢν ἀτυχὴϲ [ c. 10
 αὐτὸϲ ἐν Μακ [εδονίαι ἀ-
 πώλετ᾽⟦ο⟧· Ἀθη[ναίοι δὲ πά-
 λ ιν τὴν ἐλευθ[ερίαν ἀνακο-
 μιϲάμενοι κα[θὼϲ ἥρωα αὐ-
 τ ὸ ν ἀνδρίαϲιν ἐ[τίμηϲαν.
 >
col. i (32)–(34) suppl. De Kreij    col. ii (19)–(21) ὅτ’ ἐπολιόρκει De Kreij : επει δε] | η Αθηναι[ων ϲτρατεια 
περι] |` Λαμιαν τηϲ [Θεϲϲαλιαϲ] Hunt dubitanter   (22) ϲυνητύχηϲ[ε δ᾽ ὡϲ De Kreij : ϲυνητυχηϲ[εν ωϲ Hunt dubi-
tanter    (23) καὶ De Kreij : ων Hunt     (24)–(26) εν τοιϲ] | δεκα ρητορϲι [ητηθη [sic] και παν]|των ατυχηϲ[αϲ 
Hunt dubitanter    (25) ἐξηιτήθη De Kreij    (25)–(26) παν]|τῶν ἀτυχήϲ[αϲ βοηθῶν Schmidt    (30) κα[θὼϲ ἥρωα 
Schmidt    (30)–(31) αυ]|[τ]ο ν ανδριαϲιν ε[τιμηϲαν Hunt
‘[On Hypereides (the orat]or)
[Hypereides was Athenian by descent…] 
[c. 32 lines lost]
[…] excellence, [when] the Athenian [army besieged] Lamia [of Thessaly]. But he fell 
on hard times with Demo[sthenes, as his collabo]rator, [and his surrender was demanded] by 
Antipater [among the] ten orators. […] having failed, […], himself died in Macedon. And the 
Athenians, when they had recovered their freedom, [honoured] him with statues [as a hero].’
Commentary
These fragments of P.Oxy. 1800 form the only biographical witness on papyrus for Hypereides. The other 
biographical sources are the Life of Hypereides in [Plu.] X Or. 849a–e, and the Suda υ 294, s.v. Ὑπερίδηϲ, 
gathered in Westermann (1845: 312–316). Other evidence for his life comes from his extant orations and 
those of his contemporaries. The extant part of the Life concentrates on Hypereides’ downfall, after the 
Lamian War, mostly conforming to the other sources. The claim that Antipater demanded the surrender of 
ten orators appears to have been confused with a similar event thirteen years earlier. Finally, the Life states 
that Hypereides was honoured with statues posthumously; this is not otherwise attested.
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Fr. 8 col. i
(32) ]ροϲ The hand is the same, but smaller and written well into the margin; its position and size suggest 
that it is a later addition. The other Lives appear to have the length of about one column (namely in P.Oxy. 
1800 fr. 1 and fr. 3, where we can establish the length), and the next Life starts at this point in the following 
column. Moreover, we fi nd ἀπ]ώλετ[ο] in l. (31), a line that appears to have been rather short. Considering 
these concurring facts, this smaller annotation may have been written after the title of the next Life, which 
would most likely have been that of Hypereides. 
If this hypothesis is correct, the traces can be explained as follows. In all cases where the beginning 
of a Life is extant, the opening formula is δεῖνα τὸ μὲν γένοϲ ἦν, except in the lives of Demosthenes and 
Aeschines, where ὁ ῥήτωρ is added. Here, we may hypothesize, the scribe forgot to include this specifi ca-
tion in the fi rst line, and later added ῥήτο]ροϲ (in the genitive) after the title. 
(33) [Ὑπερείδηϲ τὸ μὲν γένοϲ ἦ]ν  The line has been supplemented on the basis of the hypothesis set out 
above. Hypereides was probably born around 390–389 and died in 322 BC.32
(34) ]τα These traces are diffi cult. The deme of Hypereides was Κολλυτόϲ (adj. Κολλυτεύϲ) and his father 
was called Γλαύκιπποϲ. One possibility is that the author mentioned a discussion about his father’s name;33 
cf. Suda υ 294, s.v. Ὑπερίδηϲ: υἱὸϲ Γλαυκίππου τοῦ ῥήτοροϲ, οἱ δὲ Πυθοκλέουϲ, while in Dem. 18.187, in 
an apocryphal document, his name is given as Ὑπερίδηϲ Κλεάνδρου Σφήττιοϲ. Hence e.g.:
  [Ἀθηναῖοϲ, παῖϲ δὲ κα]τὰ
  [μέν τιναϲ Πυθοκλέου]ϲ , ἕ-
   [τεροι δὲ Γλαυκίππου  ̣  ]̣  >̣
  .  . . . .
Although the construction κατά τιναϲ … ἕτεροι (or ἑτέροιϲ / ἑτέρωϲ) is asymmetrical, parallels can be 
found, e.g. Tz. Chil. 12.443.788 κατά τιναϲ ὁ Ἄρηϲ μὲν παῖϲ Ἐνυοῦϲ ὢν Ἥραϲ, ἄλλοιϲ υἱὸϲ τοῦ Ἄρεοϲ, 
ἑτέροιϲ δὲ θεράπων, Eust. Comm. Od. 2.102 λύπῃ γὰρ τακεῖϲα διεφθάρη κατά τιναϲ, ἕτεροι δὲ ὡϲ καὶ 
προεῤῥέθη, ἀγχόνῃ φαϲὶν αὐτὴν μεταλλάξαι τὸν βίον κτλ.
In what is lost, we may expect references to Hypereides’ love of fi sh, wine, and women.34 He is said to have 
had a different mistress in every town,35 and he famously defended the hetaira Phryne. When she was about 
to be convicted, he took her robe, tore it down, and revealed her breasts. The judges were so amazed by her 
beauty that they could not convict her.36 Also, the biography may have discussed his unsuccessful proposal 
after the battle of Chaironeia in 338 to extend citizenship to metics and others (cf. [Plu.] X Or. 849a).
Fr. 8 col. ii
(18)   ̣θεωϲ  ̣[ α, λ, or χ; e.g. ἀθέωϲ, Ἐρε]|χθέωϲ, -]|χθε ὡϲ, or -]|χθ’ ἕωϲ? I have not managed to fi nd a 
satisfying supplement. Λεωϲθ[ένηϲ, a name that would fi t perfectly in the context, cannot be read without 
assuming two mistakes: the θ near the start of the line would have to be deleted (no deletion sign in evi-
dence), and the letter right before lacuna does not match θ.
(19) εὐγενει α [ The term, specifi cally ‘nobility of birth’ or more generally ‘excellence’, combined with 
Lamia in l. (21) points towards Hypereides’ Funeral Oration.37 In this oration, Hypereides eulogized the 
32 The date of birth is culculated in the basis of an inscription (IG II,941) in which Hypereides is named a διαιτητήϲ in 
330–329, combined with an observation in Arist. Ath. Pol. 53.4 that this happens when a citizen turns sixty; cf. Colin (1946: 7). 
The fullest overview of his professional career is given in Colin (1946: 12–51).
33 Cf. P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 1 col. i, l. 5–7.
34 See Ath. 8.341e.
35 See Ath. 13.590c, [Plu.] X Or. 849d.
36 See Ath. 13.590e, [Plu.] X Or. 849e.
37 The term occurs, in its narrow sense, in Hyp. Epit. col. iv, l. 11.
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Greeks who fell in the siege of Lamia and the later battle at Crannon, with particular praise for the general 
Leosthenes. 
After the death of Alexander in 323, Hypereides was the political face of the revolt in Athens, with 
general Leosthenes as his military ally; their opponent was Antipater, who had been put in charge of 
Greece. After some initial successes, the Greeks besieged the Macedonians in Lamia, a city in Thessaly. 
In the process of this siege, Leosthenes was wounded and later died. Not much later, with the arrival of 
reinforcements, Antipater managed to break the siege and later defeat the Greek armies at Crannon; the 
Greeks surrendered in 322.38
If in accusative, the word could have formed part of a construction like ἐν τῶι ἐπιταφίωι ἐπήινεϲε τὴν 
εὐγένειαν, but it is unclear how to fi t in the traces of line (18). A dative or nominative is equally possible.
(20)–(21) ἡ Ἀθηναί[ων … [ Θεϲϲαλίαϲ The supplements are largely Hunt’s (see app.), the main differ-
ence being that I do not connect this clause to the construction in l. (22). For the wording see Hyp. Epit. 
col. v, l. 29–30 ἐπολι[όρ]κει κατακλείϲαϲ εἰϲ Λαμίαν, Cass. D. 287.22–23 τοῦ Φιλίππου δὲ τὴν Λάμιαν 
πολιορκοῦντοϲ and Suda α 2704, s.v. Ἀντίπατροϲ: ἐπολιορκήθη μὲν ἐν Λαμίᾳ τῆϲ Θεϲϲαλίαϲ ὑφ’ Ἑλλήνων. 
(22)–(23) ϲυνητύχηϲ[ε … τῶι Δημο [ϲθένει The verb normally takes a dative or μετὰ + genitive, so it seems 
most natural to take it with Demosthenes in the following line, rather than with another subject in the 
preceding as Hunt proposed.39 
(25) δέκα ῥήτορϲι: After defeating the Greeks at Krannon (see above ad (19)), Antipater requested that 
Athens hand over the demagogues who had argued against the Macedonians during the revolt. For the 
wording, compare [Plu.] X Or. 849a ἐξαιτηθεὶϲ ὑπ’ Ἀντιπάτρου, and in the section on Demosthenes (847d) 
ἡνίκα Ἀντίπατροϲ ἐξῄτει τοὺϲ ῥήτοραϲ. The number ten mentioned here echoes that in the Suda entry 
on Antipater (Suda α 2704, s.v. Ἀντίπατροϲ),40 but this testimony cannot be right, since fi ve of those listed 
there were already dead at the outbreak of the Lamian war.41 It seems there was confusion in the tradition 
with an event thirteen years earlier, when Alexander demanded that number. Arr. An. 1.10.4–5 tells this sto-
ry, and includes Hypereides among the ten orators whose surrender Alexander demanded, a list overlapping 
almost perfectly with the one given in the Suda for the orators demanded by Antipater.42
(26) τ᾽ ὢν ἀτυχὴϲ [ If the fi nite verb in (25) is the correct reading, there is room for c. 2–3 letters at the end 
of that line. A possible supplement is [εἶ]|τ᾽ ὢν ἀτυχὴϲ [ἐν τούτοιϲ,] | αὐτὸϲ κτλ. For the construction with 
εἶτα followed by participle, see Isoc. 15.66 εἶτ᾽ ἐξελὼν κτλ.
(26)–(27) ἀ]|πώλετ⟦ο⟧· There is an apparent deletion dot over and just to the right of the ο. It would serve 
to mark elision.
Hypereides died in 322 BC. The version in which Hypereides dies in Macedon is transmitted in 
[Plu.] X Or. 849c, in a passage attributed to Hermippus (FGrHist 1026 F 47).43 Other versions reported in 
this text have Hypereides die in Corinth or in Kleonai (cf. Plu. Phoc. 29.1), while the Suda reports Hermione 
as his place of death.44 What all accounts have in common is that Hypereides cut out or bit off his tongue 
38 See Colin (1946: 46–49) and Worthington (1999: 12–16).
39 Hunt (1922: 143).
40 νικήϲαϲ δὲ ᾔτει τοὺϲ ιʹ  ῥήτοραϲ, οὓϲ ἐξέδοϲαν Ἀθηναῖοι, ∆ημοϲθένην, Ὑπερίδην, Λυκοῦργον, Πολύευκτον, Ἐφιάλ-
την, Θραϲύβουλον, Χάρητα, Χαρίδημον, ∆ιότιμον, Πατροκλέα, Κάϲϲανδρον.
41 Lykourgos, Ephialtes, Chares, Charidemos, and Diotimos; cf. Cooper (1993: 133).
42 ἐπιϲτολὴν δὲ γράψαϲ πρὸϲ τὸν δῆμον ἐξῄτει τοὺϲ ἀμφὶ ∆ημοϲθένην καὶ Λυκοῦργον· καὶ Ὑπερείδην δὲ ἐξῄτει καὶ 
Πολύευκτον καὶ Χάρητα καὶ Χαρίδημον καὶ Ἐφιάλτην καὶ ∆ιότιμον καὶ Μοιροκλέα; cf. Plu. Phoc. 17 ὁ Ἀλέξανδροϲ 
ἐξῃτεῖτο τοὺϲ περὶ ∆ημοϲθένην καὶ Λυκοῦργον καὶ Ὑπερείδην καὶ Χαρίδημον, Plu. Dem. 23, and Diod. 17.15. See for further 
discussion Cooper (1993: 133 with n. 13) and Bollansée (1999: 246–248).
43 Following suggestions by Lamedica (1985) and Arrighetti (1977: 54 n. 9), Cooper (1993: 135) takes this as evidence 
that P.Oxy. 1800 contains epitomes of the biographies of Hermippus; see De Kreij and Meccariello forthcoming 2018/9 
‘Introduction’.
44 Suda υ 294, s.v. Ὑπερίδηϲ; see also Colin (1946: 49–50 n. 1) and Worthington (1999: 30).
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(or that it was cut off by his captor) to protect the secrets of Athens, and it is remarkable that the detail is 
left out here.45 [Plu.] X Or. 849c also records Heliodorus’ (FGrHist 372 F 34) testimony that Hypereides’ 
remains were repatriated and buried in the family grave outside the Knight’s Gate; the author adds that the 
monument was later torn down, and was at the time of writing no longer visible.
(29)–(31) ἀνδρίαϲιν The Life states that when the Athenians were free again, they honoured Hypereides 
with statues (cf. P.Oxy. 1800 fr. 3 col. ii, l. 5–10 for Demosthenes). This statement has left no traces 
in literature or, for that matter, in scholarship; Colin even states ‘nous n’entendons parler ni d’aucune 
couronne qui lui airait été décernée de son vivant, ni d’aucune statue…’.46 There is no reason to assume 
that the Life is mistaken, however, so it should count as an independent source for the existence of statues 
for Hypereides.47 It is hard to establish what moment the author refers to with ‘when the Athenians had 
regained their freedom’. 
Concluding remarks
Arrighetti captures the still-prevailing opinion about P.Oxy, 1800 when he describes it as ‘un’epitome di 
biografi e del genere romanzato, ma non prive di elementi eruditi, del genere ermippeo’.48 On closer analy-
sis, we may challenge the idea that this papyrus was systematically excerpted from one text. 
Crönert, Calderini, and Lamedica speak of the ‘simple language’ of the biographies.49 At fi rst sight, 
their judgment may seem right, but it glosses over the stylistic differences between (the different parts of) 
the Lives. The beginning of each Life consists of short formulaic clauses: τὸ μὲν γένοϲ ἦν X, πόλεωϲ δὲ 
Y, παῖϲ/πατρὸϲ δὲ Z. This style recurs elsewhere, but it is interspersed with more complex constructions 
like this one from the Life of Sappho: [ἀ δελφοὺ ϲ δ ]̓ ἔ ϲχε τρεῖ ϲ [Ε]ὐ [ρύ γυιον, Λά ]ριχον, πρεϲβύ [τατον δὲ 
Χά ρ]αξον, ὃ ϲ πλεύ ϲαϲ ε[ἰ ϲ Αἴ γυπτον], ∆ωρί χαι τινὶ προϲο[ικειωθε]ὶ ϲ, κατεδαπά νηϲεν εἰ ϲ ταύ την πλεῖ ϲτα. 
In addition, note the use of τε to connect a new main clause (‘sentential τε’) in the Life of Demosthenes: 
Ἀθ[η]ναῖοι δὲ πά[λι]ν τὴν ἐλευ θερίαν ἀνακτηϲάμενοι ἐτίμηϲαν αὐτοῦ εἰκόνα χαλκῆν ἀναϲτήϲαντεϲ ἐν 
Κεραμεικῶι, ἐπίγραμμα τ᾽ ἐ[ν] ϲτήληι ἐνεκόλαψαν το[ι]όνδε· …50
It is diffi cult to draw clear conclusions from this material, but we can no longer agree with the follow-
ing: ‘le notizie vengono date con frasi quasi sempre brevi e concise’.51 Lamedica takes this characterisa-
tion of the language as an argument for the idea that these are excerpts from longer biographies.52 If this 
hypothesis were right, we would have expected more consistently brief sentences, of the kind we fi nd in the 
extant part of the Life of Simonides. In fact, however, the language does not reveal a systematic process of 
excerpting one text, and calling it an ‘epitome’ is therefore misleading. By extension, there is no reason to 
assume that the material in P.Oxy. 1800 goes back to one particular scholar, such as Hermippos.53
Leaving aside the issue of its exact origin, we may ask what kind of use our collection of biographies may 
have had in Roman Egypt. Lamedica envisages the following readership: ‘non (…) un’élite intellettuale 
in grado di apprezzare il serio lavoro di erudizione, ma una classe media desiderosa di apprendere, senza 
45 Compare Eratosth., FGrHist 241 F 20 about the death of Zeno; cf. Satyrus F 15.
46 Colin (1946: 50); this study, as most relevant secondary literature, was written after the publication of P.Oxy. XV 1800, 
yet makes no mention of it.
47 For the existence of multiple statues for an orator, compare e.g. Lollianos, in whose honour two statues were set up at 
Athens (Philost. VS. 1,23).
48 Arrighetti (1977: 54 n. 9).
49 Crönert (1922: 425), Calderini (1922: 163), and Lamedica (1985: 60).
50 There are further examples of complex constructions in the Lives of Aesop, Demosthenes, and especially Aeschines 
(see FGrHist 1139 Intr.).
51 Lamedica (1985: 60), my italics.
52 Lamedica (1985: 61).
53 A point pressed especially by Cooper (1993); see Bollansée (1999: 245–249) for a systematic counter to Cooper’s 
arguments.
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un eccessivo impegno, notizie su individui noti da sempre’.54 Houston points out the connection between 
P.Oxy. 1800 and Grenfell and Hunt’s ‘second great fi nd’, a rich collection of literary papyri found together. 
He attributes this collection to ‘a serious reader (or series of readers)’, and believed that in that collection 
P.Oxy. 1800 served to ‘provide background information on writers that would be particularly welcome to 
our collector’.55 However, the rare and unsystematic discussion of scholarly issues, the clear errors,56 the 
presence of mythical fi gures, and the lack of dates, whether absolute or relative, make Houston’s assump-
tion problematic.57 
The mixed language and style of P.Oxy. 1800, the loose thematic order of the Lives, the generic nature 
of the information provided, and the lack of scholarly details suggest to us a pragmatic purpose. Calderini 
fi rst proposed that the text may have been used in an educational context: ‘uno scritto di uso scolastico, 
appartenente forse ad un maestro di scuola’.58 He bases this claim on the limited length of the Lives, the 
regularity of the structure, and the simplicity of the style and contents.59 Cribiore has shown that teach-
ers would provide detailed information about the life of an author when studying his work, which would 
account for all authors, including the poets and Aesop.60 In addition, the rhetorical exercises mostly took 
inspiration from Athenian history, especially ‘the age of Demosthenes, and (…) Alexander and/or the peri-
od immediately after his death’,61 which explains the presence of the other all historical individuals in 
P.Oxy. 1800. In short, the Lives provide all the material necessary for students to write different kinds of 
rhetorical exercises, such as encomia,62 invectives, comparisons,63 and defence speeches. At the same time, 
its Lives of orators, historians, and lyric poets gave advanced students the necessary general background 
to better understand their work in its context. The presence of mythical fi gures, which has been hard to 
explain,64 is no longer a problem if we place the text in an educational context.65 
The rich yields of the re-edition of the lives in P.Oxy. 1800 illustrate a larger opportunity in the fi eld. A 
large number of papyri published in the early and mid-twentieth century, especially those containing sub- 
and paraliterary texts, are ripe for a thorough re-examination. There is much to be gained not only on the 
textual level, but also in the arrangement and attachment of fragments.66 The tendency to focus on unpub-
lished material is understandable, but given the limited number of scholars with access to collections of 
unpublished papyri, and the fact that most of these are small, enigmatic scraps, it is important to stress that 
there is plenty of work to be done on the easily accesible fragments in published corpora.
54 Lamedica (1985: 75).
55 Houston (2009: 259).
56 The errors in the Life of Demosthenes and the Life of Aischines may have been a result of a misunderstanding of the 
authors’ own works, cf. Lamedica (1985: 67).
57 We may compare P.Oxy. 2438 (FGrHist 1 132 F 1), a biography of similar length but considerably more scholarly con-
tent, and P.Oxy. 2506, a much more extensive collection of biographical readings of lyric poetry.
58 Calderini (1922: 263).
59 Cf. Crönert (1922: 425): ‘knappe ϲυναγωγή, in der die Βίοι ἐλλογίμων vielleicht nur ein Teil waren, gibt die biogra-
phische Vulgata, vom Anekdotenhaften nur durchsetzt, nicht beherrscht, ganz schlichte Sprache, etwa der augusteischen Zeit’ 
and Schmidt (1924: 13) ‘[d]as Ganze macht mehr den Eindruck von Schüleraufzeichnungen als den eines wenn auch noch so 
unbedeutenden Leitfadens’.
60 Cribiore (2001: 234).
61 Cribiore (2001: 235, cf. 233).
62 The biographies of P.Oxy. 1800 bear a striking resemblance to short encomia as they are outlined in the progymnas-
mata: descent, upbringing, φύϲιϲ, πράξειϲ, and death; cf. Dihle (1987: 14–22).
63 Cf. especially Lib. 10.3 ϲύγκριϲιϲ ∆ημοϲθένουϲ καὶ Αἰϲχίνου.
64 Cf. Lamedica (1985: 73–75) and Bollansée (1999: 248–249).
65 Cf. Cribiore (2001b: 241) ‘the preliminary rhetorical exercises in particular rested heavily on poetry: Achilles, Ajax, 
or Medea defi ned the horizon of the student whose fi rst serious compositions praised or impersonated a mythological fi gure’.
66 See also the re-edition of those sections of P.Oxy 2506 concerning Sappho in De Kreij forthcoming 2018b.
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